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tract for opium, and the disposal of the commodity,
lu England the Court of Directors took it into con-
sideration. First, as to the contract, in a letter dated
12th July, 1782, they say, that, " having condemned
the contract entered into with Mr. Mackenzie for the
provision of opium, they cannot but be surprised at
your having concluded a new contract for four years
relative to that article with Mr. Stephen Sulivan,
without leaving the decision of it to the Court of Di
rectors."

The sentiments of the Directors are proper, and
worthy of persons in public trust. Their surprise,
indeed, at the disobedience to their orders is not
perfectly natural in those who for many years have
scarcely been obeyed in a single instance. They
probably asserted their authority at this time with
as much vigor as their condition admitted.

They proceed: " "We do not mean," say they, " to
convey any censure on Mr. Sulivan respecting the
transaction; but we cannot withhold our displeasure
from the Governor-General and Council at such an
instance of contempt of our authority." They then
proceed justly to censure the removal of the inspec-
tion, and some other particulars of this gross proceed-
ing. As to the criminality of the parties, it is un
doubtedly true that a breach of duty in servants is
highly aggravated by the rank, station, and trust of
the offending party; but no party, in such conspiracy
to break orders, appear to us wholly free from fault.

The Directors did their duty in reprobating this
contract; but it is the opinion of your Committee
that further steps ought to be taken to inquire into
the legal validity of a transaction which manifestly
attempts to prevent the Court of Directors from ap-